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NOTES
I. This paradigmwas chosen instead of the more common conjunction-
search versus feature-search paradigm, for two reasons. First, serial
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and parallel search modes can be produced with identical stimulus items
by simply reversing target and distractor identities, and this partiall y
controls for changes in the ERPs due to physical stimulus differences.
Second, if conjunction targets are used to produce serial search, sub-
jects may learn to utilize feature-specific filter mechanisms, thereby ac-
complishing aparallel search (Egethet al., 1984; Wolfe, Cave, & Franzel,
1989). Whether conjunction targets or feature-absent targets are used,
however, feature integration theory predicts the same sort of serial, self-
terminating search process.
2. Since there was little P3 activity on the negative, feature-absent
trials, the flat slope of the set size function for this measure should be
viewed as indicating a lack of measurable P3 activity, rather thana lack
of change in the duration of the cognitive processes indexed by P3.
3. It is conceivable, however, that additional processes may be inter-
posed between the identification of a target item and the categorization
of the entire stimulus array as a member of the target dass. Since P3
latency might be sensitive to variations in the duration of such processes,
we cannot completely rule out the possibility that the effects of set size
are mediated in part by postperceptual, but precategorization, processes.
Nonetheless, it is difficult to imagine a process occurring between tar-
get identification and stimulus categorization that would increase in du-
ration linearly with the number of distractor items and produce a pre-
eise 2: I ratio of slopes for negative as opposed to positive trials.
4. The reversed sequential effect for the response-locked averages can
also be explained by local probabilities: The response-locked P3 activity
on positive trials was due to the final, positive decision, and it was there-
fore smaller when the preceding trial also contained a positive decision.
5. It should be noted that a parallel search for alphanumeric stimuli
is not necessarily inconsistent with feature integration theory. Treisman
and her colleagues have proposed that iterns such as alphanumeric charac-
ters may be processed as features after extensive experience (cf. Treisman
& Paterson, 1984; Vieira & Treisman, 1988).
(Manuscript received April 28, 1989;
revision accepted for publication June 9, 1990.)
Erratum
F. L. Kitterle, S. Christman, & J. B. Hellige. Hernispheric differences are found in the iden-
tification, but not the detection, oflow versus high spatial frequencies. Perception & Psychophysics,
1990, 48(4), 297-306-(1) On page 300, the last phrase of the third sentence under the heading
"Reaction time data" should read " ... aIthough there is some suggestion that there are slightly
faster RTs with LVF [rather than RVF] stimuli." (2) On page 305, in the Methods section of Ex-
periment 5, the second sentence under "Stimuli" should read "The contrast of the gratings was
.1, and the.... "
